The committee was asked to determine whether access to the ports
examined is hindered by lack of interagency and public-private coor-
dination, physical impediments, land use restrictions, or federal,
state, and local safety and environmental regulations. The committee
was also asked to evaluate the severity of the problems identified and,
as appropriate, to recommend remedial strategies.

The case study reports and the survey data supplied to the commit-
tee by the study sponsor provide a useful initial assessment of the
scope of landside access problems. They represent the views of port
officials and, to a lesser extent, users of the ports, but they are not a
substitute for the detailed engineering and economic studies that
would be required to analyze the specific problems and solutions at
an individual port. Each port faces a different set of problems and can
draw on a different set of resources in dealing with them. Although
each port is unique, almost all ports share a common predicament:
many different groups, agencies, and levels of government can affect
landside access, but they have competing objectives. This report turns
on two key conclusions. First, most local port communities and their
local and state governments have a strong incentive to resolve the
differences of the groups affecting landside access; in the past this
self-interest has served the national interest by providing adequate
capacity for the movement of interstate cargo. Second, the committee
believes that the federal government's role in addressing landside ac-
cess problems should be one of providing incentives to state and local
governments to ensure that concerns about interstate and interna-
tional commerce and national security are adequately considered
when priorities are set for funding transportation facilities. The com-
mittee's conclusions depend on the exercise of judgment rather than
the analysis of empirical information. Its consensus on these matters
emerged over the course of several meetings in which the problems
faced by port officials were weighed alongside the concerns and prior-
ities of neighborhood groups, environmentalists, and officials in
other agencies, private firms, and levels of government.
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